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Garvey, Smith, Nehrbass & Doody, L.L.C. 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

5100 Poplar Avenue, Suite 2719 
Memphis, Tennessee 38137 
Telephone: 901-683-8757 
Facsimile: 901-767-4157 



H. Roy Berkenstock 
Of Counsel 



April 9, 2002 



New Orleans "Area Office: 
3838 K Causeway Blvd., Suite 3290 
Metairie, LA 70002 
Telephone: 504-835-2000 
Facsimile: 504-835-2070 



Assistant Commissioner for Patents 

BOX NON-FEE/INITIAL EXAMINATION 

Washington D.C. 20231 

Re: U.S. Patent Application Ser. No. 09/943,801 
Applicant: Dinesh Sheth 
Filed: August 30, 2001 

Dear Sir: 

Enclosed are: 

1 . Transmittal letter; 

2. Response to Notice of Incomplete Reply and Request for Reset of Response 
Period, which includes a certificate of mailing; and 

3. Firm return receipt post card 
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In re Applicant: 



Filed: August 30, 2001 



Serial No. 09/943,801 



Dinesh Sheth 



§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 
§ 



Art Unit: 



Examiner: 



Initial Examinatiof 



For: Internet Information Aggregation § Attorney Docket No.: A00067US 



RESPONSE TO 
NOTICE OF INCOMPLETE REPLYfNONPROVISIONAU 
REQUEST FOR RESET OF RESPONSE PERIOD UNDER MPEP §710.06 

Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Dear Sir: 

Applicant hereby requests a review of the Notice of Incomplete Reply (Confirmation No. 
3215) issued March 6, 2002 in the above identified Application. The Notice purports to be a 
further notice of a failure of a complete response to an earlier notice however, the insufficiencies 
in the submitted drawings requiring substitute drawings have never been raised before. 
Accordingly the period for response should be reset in accordance with the provisions of the 
MPEP §710.06. 

The earlier notices requiring substitute drawings concerned solely the failure of the 
drawings to include sufficient margins. The present requirements for substitute drawings are not 
based on margins, rather object to 1 ) the size of the numbers, letters and reference characters; 2) 
containing excessive text; and 3) the drawings are not electronically reproducible. 

The present Notice also fails to point out wnich of the objections apply to each of the 
drawings. 

Applicant respectfully requests that a new Notice be issued, providing Applicant with the 
full allowable period to respond to the objections AND stating with particularity which objection 
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Data Extraction 



§ 
§ 



applies to which drawing. Applicant wishes to correct any insufficiencies in the drawings as 
quickly as possible, however without knowing exactly what is wrong with a particular drawing, 
we can hardly respond. 

If the Examiner in the Initial Patent Examination Division wishes to communicate with 
Applicant's attorney to expedite this matter, they are invited to contact H. Roy Berkenstock at 
901-683-8757. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Registration No. 24,719 

Date: April 9, 2002 

GARVEY, SMITH, NEHRBASS & DOODY, L.L.C. 

Three Lakeway Center, Suite 3290 

3838 N. Causeway Boulevard 

Metairie, Louisiana 70002 

Telephone: (504) 835-2000 

Facsimile: (504) 835-2070 



CERTIFICATE UNDER 37 CFR 1 .8(a) 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States Postal 
Service as first class mail in an envelope addressgd-to^ssistant Commissioner for Patents, BOX 
NON-FEE/INITIAL EXAMINATION, Wagfiineton, D.C. 20231,j)n ApriJ/#£002. 
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